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FULL COMMITTEE HEARING ON H. R. 6573, H. R. 2274, S. 2217, H. R. 
5304, AND H. R. 5632 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Wednesday, July 29, 1958. 

The committee met at 2 p. m. in the committee room of the House 
Committee on Armed Services, the Honorable Dewey Short (chairman) 
presiding. 

The CHarrMAN. The committee will please be in order. 

The Chair would like to apologize to the committee and our wit- 
nesses for being a little late. It was unavoidable. 

We are very pleased to have with us our very good friend and former 
colleague, a very distinguished member of the old Naval Affairs Com- 
mittee, Maj. Gen. Mel Maas. I am going to recognize him at this 
time. It is always good to see you, Mel. 


STATEMENT OF MAJ. GEN. MELVIN J. MAAS, FORMER MEMBER, 
‘ NAVAL AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 


Y Gaapral AAS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Iam very happy to be 

Seorded t privilege of taking advantage of this meeting of the com- 

tribute to your most distinguished former chairman, a 
om I have had the great pleasure and privilege of serving 
wv yegrs on one of the predecessors of this committee, the old 
Committee. 

Pare an » Corps Reserve Officers Association by a convention in 
1 voted arl Vinson as what we call ‘the Marine Man of the 
year’; as the man in the country who did the most for the Marine 
Corps and the Marine Corps Reserve that year. We do not limit 

it to that year, but that was the particular year he was recognized. 

Through a series of circumstances we have been unable to make the 
presentation. We could not catch Carl long enough. So today I have 
the privilege and pleasure of presenting to the Honorable Carl Vinson 
this award of the Marine Corps Reserve Officers Association, and I 
want to present him with this plaque. I am going to ask Colonel 
Boyer, if he will, to read the plaque. I left my glasses at home. 

Colonel Boyrr. As the seeing-eye dog for General Maas, it is a 
pleasure to read this: 

Marine Corps Reserve Officers Association to Hon. Carl Vinson for outstanding 
service to the Marine Corps and Marine Corps Reserve, 1950. 

It is signed by Melvin J. Maas, national president, and W. P. 
McCahill, executive director. 

Mr. Vinson. This touches me deeply. Mel and I have been 
friends for a long, long time. I am at a loss for words, but I want 
you to know there is no recognition I have ever received which | 
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appreciated as much as I do this. I want you to convey to the 
Marine Corps Association my deep appreciation of this distinguished 
award they have given me. [Loud applause.] 


H. R. 6573 


The CuarrmMan. Members of the committee, the first report we 
have is from Subcommittee No. 3, from Mr. Johnson, on two bills. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, I want to report first on H. R. 6573, 
which is a bill to provide for the promotion, precedence, constructive 
credit, distribution, retention, and elimination of officers of the 
Reserve components of the Armed Forces of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

All of you will remember last year when we passed the Armed Forces 
Reserve Act that there was a mandate in the law requiring the services 
to propose legislation to the Congress for the fair and equitable promo- 
tion of Reserve officers. A bill was submitted which was the basis of 
the hearings we held on the present bi!l, which is a clean bill. 

I will briefly go through the provision of the bill. It provides statu- 
tory recognition for Reserve officers in the promotion field. This is 
something they have sought for years and have never had. 

The suggestions made by the Army and Air Force was that they 
wished to handle the matter of promotions for 2 years by regulations. 
We determined that the Reserve forces of the country were entitled 
to have a statute where they could look in the law and find out what 
their rights and privileges were in the matter of promotions. 

The fact that so many matters were handled by regulation is what 
got us into all the trouble following the Korean debacle, when they 
scarcely had any records that were worth calling records. Further- 
more, they called in inactive Reserves. You will remember the general 
chaos we had. 

This bill follows very closely—as closely as possible—the Officers 
Personnel Act passed in the 80th Congress, when our distinguished 
chairman was the presiding officer of the committee. 

The bill is satisfactory to the Navy and to the Marine Corps with 
a few possible small exceptions. The United States Army representa- 
tive and the representatives of the Air Force helped us write the bill 
as it provides for those two services. Now, it may not be entirely to 
the liking of the professionals in the Army and the Air Force, but we 
believe that they will find upon trying the bill out that it will be an 
excellent one and will provide the recognition that the Reserve 
officers are entitled to. 

The witnesses from the Army and Navy were here. We had pro- 
longed hearings and there were hearings almost every single day for 
over 8 weeks, going through all of the details that are involved in this 
bill. They offered suggestions. They offered to rewrite matters. 
They offered to rewrite the regulations so that they would fit into a 
statutory form. 

The bill provides ceilings for the officer personnel of each service. 
The recommendations we followed were the recommendations that 
the services gave us as to the appropriate ceilings. 

The bill also provides for percentages in grade in the various grades. 
In trying to arrive at that, as in determining what was the proper 
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ceiling for the respective services, we largely took the advice of the 
professional services as to what they should be. 

In my opinion this bill will vitalize the Reserve officers, and is 
anxiously wanted by them, from all parts of the country 

We had with us here continuously the heads of the Reserve Officers 
Association, including General Maas and Colonel Boyer, and we had 
other witnesses of all kinds who came before us to explain the need 
for the kind of bill we have written. 

I cannot go into all of the technical details of this bill, but I think 
it is a distinct step that should be taken if we wish to have a vital 
and active Reserve. This is another step in the pattern we have 
been trying to draft to take care of our Reserves. It started in the 
80th Congress when we passed Public Law 810. It happened that 
T was a subcommittee chairman and listened to the hearings, and my 
distinguished friend, Mr. Brooks, was the ranking Democratic member. 
We worked for weeks on that, and produced a bill that was a very, 
very good bill. 

Then we passed the bill on the Armed Forces Reserve Act last year. 

Now we are taking another step to develop what I consider to be 
a scientific and sound promotional policy that the services shall 
follow in the matter of the promotion of Reserves. 

The National Guard is entirely satisfied with this bill. In fact, 
practically everyone who came before us, after we had wrinkled out 
all of the bugs in what was presented to us originally, was in favor 
of this bill. 

I do not know if there are any questions that anybody wishes to 
ask, but I think you will have to take the bill to a certain extent on 
faith. 

I want to here record my gratification to our counsel. He worked 
so hard that he almost got sick. 

All the members of my committee were very diligent and worked 
splendidly with us. We had no controversies among ourselves 
whatever. Finally we came out with a bill which I think is a very 
fine bill, and I trust the committee will approve it. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Van Zandt, do you have any comment? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. I want to concur in what my colleague from 
California has said. This is just another step in the direction of 
perfecting an overall Reserve program. If this bill becomes a law 
then we hope to tackle the question of equilization of rights and 
benefits. 

The Cuarrman. How much is it going to cost us? 

Mr. Van Zanpr. This bill? 

Mr. Jonnson. It is not costing anything. 

The CaarrmMan. Not a dime? 

Mr. Ducanper. Mr. Chairman, the bill would not cost any more 
than any other good system of promotion would cost for the Re- 
serves. 

Mr. Brooks. It will cost some money, because it means, of course, 
that you will get a better system of promotion than you have now. 
The trouble now is that the Reserve on inactive duty is not promoted 
in many instances, so when he is called to active duty he has an in- 
ferior rank to what he should have. If he were properly promoted 
while on inactive duty, of course, it would cost something; but it 
would not cost, as Mr. Ducander has said, any more than any other 
fair system of promoting the Reserves would cost. 
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Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, does this have the endorsement of 
the Reserve Officers Association, and of all four services: the Marines, 
Army, Navy, and Air Force? 

Mr. Jonunson. The ROA and National Guard Association support 
the bill. I think the services generally support it, although there 
may be some provisions with which they do not agree. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman, may I make this observation: 
During the hearings on this bill when we practically rewrote the bill 
we had sitting around the table representatives of the Regulars and 
the Reserves of the country, which included the Reserve Officers 
Association, Air Force Reserve, Marine Corps Reserve, The National 
Guard Association, and so forth. 

Mr. Jounson. Another factor which should be mentioned is that 
we have had hundreds of letters from all parts of the United States 
endorsing the principle of this bill. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that there is a 
unanimous report of the subecommittee—— 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman? 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. I just want to inquire: How does this affect the former 
policy of the running mate theory? 

Mr. Jounson. It does not disturb the running mate theory at all. 
The Navy and Marine Corps have that, and it is in this bill. 

Mr. Rivers. Is this bill fashioned more nearly after the Naval 
Reserve Act? 

Mr. Jounson. Not the other two parts of it. The Navy part and 
the Marine part have the running mate system. We did not disturb 
that at all. 

Mr. Coir. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me if it is possible to have 
it we should have some estimate of the cost of the bill. I can imagine 
that it is rather difficult to even estimate, but it seems as though we 
should heve some explanation as to the cost, because I am quite sure 
that question is going to be raised. 

Mr. Jounson. As Mr. Brooks said, the only cost would be that 
there may be some other promotions that would not otherwise have 
been made. It will merely be the pay increase. 

The Cuarrman. General Devereux. 

Mr. Devereux. I do not anticipate any increased cost. It will 
simply provide for deserving officers to be elevated to the position 
where they can best serve their country, and also provide for the 
elimination of officers who are not qualified. 

The CuarrMan. It will certainly give an incentive. 

Mr. Winsteap. Mr. Chairman, in connection with that, these 
Reserves, when they are activated, would take the place of other 
Regular officers and serve in their place. The cost, in my opinion, 
would be about the same as it would be otherwise. 

Mr. VAN Zanpr. Mr. Chairman, there should be no additional cost 
as a result of this legislation. The number of Reserve is contingent 
upon the appropriations made by the Congress annually. Now, when 
you have a reservoir of Reserves it is broken down into officers and 
enlisted personnel and on a ratio prescribed by law. You have so 
many officers to represent so many enlisted men. All this bill does 
is to provide more equal and better methods of promotion. 

The CHarrman. That is right. 
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Mr. Van Zanpt. So there is no additional cost. 

Mr. Jonnson. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill the approved by 
by the committee. 

Mr. CunninGuam. I second the motion. 

The CuHarrMan. All in favor say “Aye.” 

(Thereupon, the motion was agreed to.) 

The CuarrMan. The bill is unanimously reported. 

Mr. Johnson, the next bill, I believe, is H. R. 2274, is it not, for the 
Civil Air Patrol, which has never received the recognition it should 
have, in my opinion? They did pretty valiant work during the 
Second World War. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Johnson will send the bill to the House tomorrow 
and try to get it up by unanimous consent? 

The CuHarrMan. I think we can bring it up under suspension. 

Mr. Jounson. I will talk to the Speaker about it today. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Johnson, you call up the bill which we just 
reported. I am sure the Speaker will allow you to bring it up under 
suspension. ‘That is only 20 minutes on a side. 

All right, we will take up the next bill. 


H. R. 2274 


Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this bill, H. R. 2274, 
is to revise and amend Public Law 557, 80th Congress, which estab- 
lished the Civil Air Patrol as a civilian auxiliary of the United States 
Air Force so as to enable the Department of the Air Force to better 
render the support necessary for the Civil Air Patrol to perform its 
assigned mission as an Air Force auxiliary. 

The Department of the Air Force feels that the Civil Air Patrol 
should be provided with equipment and facilities necessary and essen- 
tial in carrying out specific missions laid out by the Air Force. There- 
fore, it has been determined within the Department of Defense that 
it would be to the best interest of both the Department of Defense 
and the Civil Air Patrol whereby equipment determined to be excess 
within the Department of Defense could be made available to the Civil 
Air Patrol without recourse to the Federal Property and Adminis- 
trative Services Act of 1949. 

The subcommittee amended the bill by deleting paragraph 2 
starting on page 2, line 14, and ending on page 3, line 10. 

This paragraph would have authorized the Air Force to procure 
directly on behalf of the Civil Air Patrol major items of supply and 
equipment for maintenance, operation, and support of aircraft. It 
would have authorized the appropriation of a sum of money not to 
exceed $1.5 million in any fiscal year to carry out the purposes of the 
program. 

The deletion of this paragraph was recommended by the Depart- 
ment of Defense. 

Furthermore, the reason we cut that paragraph out was that the 
Senate has a similar bill deleting that reference to the $1 million. 

The CuarrMan. Has this cleared the Budget? 

Mr. Jounson. This has cleared the Budget and all other agencies. 

I move that the committee give favorable consideration to the bill. 

The CHarrman. Without objection the bill, H. R. 2274, will be 
favorably reported. The Chair hears no objection. 
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Mr. Jonnson. Will it be noted in the minutes that there is 9 quorum 
present, when both bills were considered. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Jounson. That is all I have, Mr. Chairman. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. I appreciate so many of you taking the time to 
attend this mee ing in the afternoon when it is pretty difficult to 
attend. 

The next report is from Subcommittee No. 2, of Mr. Arends. Mr. 
Blandford, I presume, will make the presentation. 


S. 2217 

Mr. Buanprorp. S. 2217. 

The CHatirMAN. When did the Senate pass this? 

Mr. Buanprorp. I do not know the date, but it was passed June 28 
or 29, I believe. 

Mr. Smarr. July 6. 

Mr. BLanpForp. July 6. The legislative day was June 28. 

The purpose of the proposed legislation is to provide, by permanent 
legislation, for an active-duty status for United States property and 
fiscal officers of the National Guard who receive, account for, and 
insure safekeeping of Federal property or funds issued to the military 
departments of each State, Territory, and the District of Columbia. 

At present there are 52 National Guard officers who, in the several 
States and Territories, account for approximately $1,514 million 
worth of Army equipment and $293 million worth of Air Force equip- 
ment. By the end of the fiscal year, Air Force deliveries of aircraft 
to our National Guard units will increase this responsibility for 
property by more than $500 million. 

The bill is in the nature of an amendment to section 67 of the 
National Defense Act, which provides for such officers but does not 
authorize active military duty status for them. 

Fifty-two National Guard officers are now on active duty under 
temporary war powers authority performing these duties, but it 
appears desirable to enact permanent legislation with respect to their 
active-duty status. 

Before World War II officers performed these tasks in a civilian 
status. During World War II there was no need for the services of 
such persons since all of the National Guard units were federalized 
and all equipment was turned in. However, right after World War II 
these positions were reactivated as the National Guard was recon- 
structed and officers filling these positions were placed on an active- 
duty status under the wartime powers of the President. The purpose 
of this bill is to authorize these officers to be ordered to or continued 
on an active-duty status rather than in the civilian capacity previously 
occupied by them. 

The proposed legislation provides that the governors of each of the 
several States and Territories, and the commanding general of the 
National Guard of the District of Columbia, shall appoint, designate, 
or detail, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Army and 
the Air Force, a qualified officer of the National Guard of the United 
States or the Air National Guard of the United States who is an 
officer of that State, Territory, or the District of Columbia, who shall 
be the United States property and fiscal officer. Thus the governor 
of each State makes the original appointment with the approval of the 
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Secretary of the Army and the Secretary of the Air Force. There- 
after the proposed legislation permits the President, with the consent 
of the officer concerned, to order such officer to active duty to serve 
as a property and fiscal officer of the State, Territory, or the District 
of Columbia for which appointed, designated, or detailed. 

Except for two changes referred to below, this bill is identical with 
S. 1393, 82d Congress, which was fav orably reported by the Senate 
Committee on Armed Services and which passed the Senate July 3 
1952, but was not considered by the House of Representatives. 

The first change which this bill makes from its predecessor appears 
in the first sentence. The bill passed by the Senate during the 82d 
Congress authorized the appointment and designation of property and 
disbursing officers to be made by the Secretary of the Army, subject 
to the approval of the Secretary of the Air Force and the governor of 
the State. Also, there was provision whereby Regular Army or Air 
Force officers could occupy these positions. The present version of 
the bill modifies the appointment procedure by authorizing the gov- 
ernor of each State or territory rather than the Secretary of | the Army 
to initiate the appointment, but providing that the appointment shall 
be subject to veto by the Secretary of the Army or the Secretary of 
the Air Force, as appropriate. The committee is of the opinion that 
the change made is one of technique rather than substance, inasmuch 
as'the basic problem is the securing of an individual who is satisfactory 
to the State governor as well as to the military Secretaries. The 
National Guard of the United States is traditionally a State organiza- 
tion and the committee felt that this close identification between the 
National Guard and the State governor should be retained. 

The second change made by the present version of the bill is that 
Regular officers may not be given assignment as property and dis- 
bursing officers. The committee feels that this type of position should 
be filled by National Guard officers as it has been since 1916, and it is 
not the type of assignment for which Regular officers should be 
utilized. 

The committee has been advised that the bill, in general, meets with 
the approval of the Department of the Army and in its present form is 
not opposed by the Bureau of the Budget. 

A letter from the Secretary of she Army with respect to the com- 
parable House bill, H. R. 3997, is attached and made a part of this 
report. 

The present system of maintaining such officers on an active duty 
status to perform the duties of United States property and fiscal officers 
will cost approximately $488,400 for the current fiscal year for pay 
and allowances. Some additional costs undoubtedly will result from 
keeping these officers on an active duty status with respect to earned 
retirement and other factors, but these costs will be of a minor nature. 

Mr. Vinson. Do I understand, Mr. Chairman, that this will cost 
four hundred thousand-some-odd dollars? 

Mr. PLanprorp. $488,000. 

Mr. Vinson. This was reported out by Mr. Arends’ subcommittee? 

Mr. BLANDFORD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. He is trying to bring about all this economy? 

Mr. Duruam. My goodness, man, you have a billion dollars worth 
of property. 

{r. Vinson. Up to date we have not had anybody doing this work. 
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Mr. Bianprorp. Yes, Thisisnotanewcost. This isa continuing 
cost. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, we had this bill up in the last session 
of Concress. 

Mr. PLANpForp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. There was opposition to it. What was the opposition 
to it? I remember our committee turned it down for that reason. 

Mr. Puanprorp. Well, the Comptroller General indicated 
opposition. 


The necessity for or desirability of such changes in the language of section 67— 
to let them be officers on active duty— 
of the National Defense Act of 1916 is not readily apparent. 
This is the Comptroller General’s opinion in the last Congress. 


Tt is understood that the contention previously has been advanced that the 
main purpose of such proposed legislation is to make the compensation of the 
United States property and disbursing officers commensurate with their duties. 
However, it would appear that such contention is untenable since the said section 
67, as currently in effect, contains the following provision: 

“* * * He[the United States property anc. disbursing officer] shall, after having 
qualified as property and disbursing officer, receive pay for his services at a rate 
to be fixed by the Secretary of the Army, and such compensation shall be a charge 
against the whole sum annually appropriated for the support of the National 
Guard * * *” 


and the Comptroller General went on to say: 


It seems obvious that such existing provisions of law make it possible for the 
Secretary of the Army to fix the rates of compensation of the United States 
property and disbursing officers to correspond closely with the volume and variety 
of their duties. On the other hand, I think it evident that if stich officers are to 


tbe called to active duty and paid the active duty pay and allowances of their 


grade, such pay and allowances would not necessarily bear any relation to the 
size of the organization in their respective States— 


Then he gave several illustrations of some States having high ranking 
officers with lesser amounts of property and other States with lower 
ranking officers and higher amounts of property to account for. 

Since that time the Comptroller General has written a letter to 
Senator Saltonstall dated April 16, 1953: 


Further reference is made to your letter dated March 26, 1953, acknowledged 
by telephone March 30, 1953, enclosing a copy of 8. 1450, 83d Congress, Ist 
session, entitled ‘‘A bill to amend section 67 of the National Defense Act—’’ 


et cetera. 
8. 1450— 
which is a counterpart to S. 2217— 


is identical to 8. 1393, 82d Congress, 2d session, on which this Office reported to 
the then incumbent chairman, Committee on Armed Services, United States 
Senate. * * * 

Nothing has been brought to the attention of this Office which requires a 
change in the views expressed in the said report of May 25, 1951. 

8. 1393 was amended by the Committee on Armed Services by striking out 
all after the first paragraph beginning on line 6 and inserting thereafter new and 
somewhat aifferent language. It is stated in the said Senate Report No. 1855 
that, “The Department of the Army, on behalf of the Department of Defense, 
interposes no objection to the enactment of the bill in its amended form, and this 
recommendation is concurred in by the Bureau of the Budget.’’ The bill as 
so amended was passed by the Senate July 3, 1952. 

The amended version of 8S. 1393, authorizing the Secretary of the Army to 
appoint, designate, or detail officers of the Regular Army or Air Force or qualified 
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officers of the National Guard of the United States or of the Air National Guard 
of the United States as United States property and fiscal officers, largely removed 
the basis of opposition by this office to the bill. Should S. 14! 50 be amended to 
make it agree with the amended version of S. 1393, this office would interpose no 
objection to its enactment. - 

The bill still does not permit Regular officers to be appointed, but 
the opposition of the Comptroller ‘General with regard to an active 
duty status for these officers apparently is not now as substantial as 
it was in the last Congress. I think Mr. Hardy will verify that we 
asked witnesses not once but on several occasions whether the bill 
met with the approval of the Army, and we also asked, if I am not 
mistaken, the view of the Army witness with regard to the Bureau of 
the Budget. It was our understanding that there was no longer any 
opposition. 

Mr. Brooks. What does the Budget say in that report there? 

Mr. BianpForp. I have a letter on the comparable bill, H. R. 
3997, in which it says: 

The Bureau of the Budget has no objection to the submission of this report but 
has recommended that the following revisions be made in the bill: 

“(a) That the provision directing the subject officers be paid from appropria- 
tions for the Army National Guard and the Air National Guard be eliminated. 


It is felt desirable that all officers on active duty be carried in the regular pay 
appropriations.” 


That was done. 


““(b) That, in order to bring the wording of the bill into accord with the presently 
existing situation, the words ‘United States property and disbursing officers’ where 
used in the bill be changed to the words ‘United States property and fiscal officer’ 
or some other title not carrying a disbursing officer designation, and that other 
appropriate changes be made throughout the bill where references to accounting 
for funds are made.” 


That was done. 


“(c) That, for the purpose of providing clear lines of authority and responsi- 

bility, the first quoted sentence be revised to provide for ‘appointment, designa- 
tion, or detail’ by the Secretary of the Army, subject to the approval of the 
Secretary of the Air Force and the governor of the State concerned. It would also 
appear desirable to change the first ‘shall’ in this sentence to ‘may’.”’ 
That was not done. The governor still makes the appointment, on the 
theory that the National Guard is still an tame part of the State 
and that the governor should make the appointment in the first 
instance with the approval of the Secretary. 

Mr. Brooks. But the Federal Government would pay his salary, 
as I understand it. 

Mr. Buanprorp. If he is ordered to active duty. 

Mr. Brooks. What you really do is transfer the burden from the 
National Guard fund to the nattonal-defense fund. 

Mr. BLanprorp. That is correct, but this has the approval, of 
course, of the Department of the Army. In addition, these officers 
will not be ordered to active duty unless the President so decides. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, let me ask Mr. Blandford a question. 
What harm will it do to let this matter stand until January, when 
we can give it more consideration than a half hour? 

Mr. BLanprorp. It would not do a bit of harm. 

Mr. Vinson. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that we lay this bill 
aside until the third week in January, or any other week. 

Mr. Brooks. I second the motion. 
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. Mr. Core. Mr. Chairman, before that is done may I ask Mr. 
Blandford what is the purpose of the next to the last line on page 2, 
where it says: ‘He shall receive pay and allowances provided by law.” 
It seems to me if other provisions of law cover the matter of pay and 
allowances for this individual you would nof need to refer to that in 
this bill. 

Mr. BLanprorp. You are in a rather—I will not say “peculiar” 
situation. You are ordering an officer ot the National Guard to active 
duty, and he is not being ordered to active duty as other National 
Guard officers would be. He is being appointed by the governor. 
Then the President is ordering him to active duty, with his consent. 

Mr. Coxe. All right. 

' Mr. Buanprorp. The only reason that is in there is to remove any 
possible question that the Comptroller General might have as to how 
he got on active duty and whether he is entitled to pay and allowances 
if on an active duty status. 

Mr. Coir. What you mean is that he shall receive pay and allow- 
ances provided by law for the rank ordered to active duty. 

Mr. Buanprorp. Of course that is the inference. He only gets 
what is provided by law, under the Career Compensation Act. 

Mr. Cote. Then it is possible for a person to be ordered to active 
duty in the rank of general. 

Mr. Buanprorp. If he had that rank. 

Mr. Coxe. If he had that rank in the State Guard. 

Mr. Buanprorp. Yes. 

Mr. Cour. I would suggest that there ought to be some ceiling on 
the rank this individual could hold when ordered to active duty. 
Otherwise you would have some State officer being called to active 
duty in the rank of first lieutenant, and others in the rank of lieutenant 
colonel. 1t seems to me they should all be treated the same. 

Mr. BLanprorp. As a matter of fact, Mr. Cole, right now you have 
52 people on the active duty list, ranging in grade from colonel to 
captain. 

Take the first one, in Alabama. That is Colonel Adams. His 
salary is $10,218.96 a year. He has $25,585,000 worth of Army 
property and $9 million worth of Air Force property to account for. 

Mr. Coxe. | suggest you give some thought to putting a ceiling on 
the grade. 

Mr. BLanprorp. That could be done. 

Mr. Vinson. That is the very reason, Mr. Chairman, I suggest that 
it go over until January. There is no need to do it at this hour. 

Mr. BLaNnpForp. Mr. Chairman, as I see it, these officers are going 
to contimue on active duty probably until next April or May. We 
have additional time to consider it. There is no hurry about the 
legislation. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection we will lay this particular 
bill over until January. 

H. R. 5304 


The CyatrmMan. Mr. Smart, you have certain amendments for 
H. R. 5304? 

Mr. Smarr. Mr. Chairman, may | point out that Mr. Cole, the 
author of the bill, is acquainted with the Senate amendments. I 
am sure he would like to explain his feelings to the committee. 
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Mr. Cote. This, as the committee knows, is the bill to provide for 
survivor’s benefits to any member of the armed services, officers and 
enlisted, Reserves as well as Regulars. 

I have seen the Senate changes. They are all very minor. Unless 
the committee desires to go into them in detail I would suggest 
we proceed. 

Mr. Vinson. May I ask Mr. Cole this: In view of the fact that 
you have given this careful consideration and study, do these Senate 
amendments meet with your approval? 

Mr. Completely. 

Mr. Vinson. Then, Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the chairman 
be authorized to accept the Senate amendments and call the bill 
from the Speaker’s table and accept the Senate amendments on the 
survivor’s benefits bill. 

The CuarrMan. I would ask Mr. Cole to do that. This is his baby. 
Mr. Cole then will call up H. R. 5304 with the Senate amendments. 
That will dispose of that. 

Mr. Norsiap. What is the cost of this bill, Mr. Chairman, if 
I may ask? 

Mr. Coxe. Nothing. 

Mr. Norpexap. No cost at all? 

The CHarrman. No cost. 

Mr. Smart. It is self-liquidating. 


H. R. 5632 


The Cuarrman. The next bill for consideration of the full committee 
is H. R. 5632, to provide for the conveyance of the Camp Butner 
Military Reservation, N. C., to the State of North Carolina. 

IT think Mr. Durham is acquainted with this piece of legislation. 

Mr. Duruam. I am quite familiar with it. 

The CuarrMan. You know the facts. You may make any state- 
ment you care to. 

Mr. Duruam. It is not a reservation, Mr. Chairman, but it is just 
a small part of the former reservation. Most if it has been transferred 
or sold heretofore. 

The CuHarrMan. It is quite an acreage, is it not? 

Mr. Duruam. About 4,000 acres have already been turned over to 
the National Guard. This also involves about 26 acres additional, 
which is still left. 

I think it would be best for the clerk to read the report from the 
War Department, which explains it fully. 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out that since 
picking up this bill we have called the Department of the Army by 
telephone. They have given me suggested language which would 
necessitate an amendment, striking out all after the enacting clause 
and inserting the amendment which is inside the bill which is before 
each of you. 

Mr. Lawson Knott, representing, the Department of the Army, is 
here as a witness and would be glad to explain this bill. 

Mr. Vinson. What does this proposed .mendment do? Does it 
transfer the land under certain conditions? 

Mr. Smart. May the witness testify? 

The CuarrmMan. Give the reporter your full name and position. 
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STATEMENT OF LAWSON KNOTT, OFFICE, CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 


Mr. Knorr. Lawson Knott of the Office of the Chief of Engineers 
of the Army. 

Mr. Chairman, this proposed substitute bill would simply clarif 
the rights of the Government and of the grantee under the proposal. 
The bill as presented describes certain lands which have been under 
license to the National Guard of North Carolina since 1948. There 
is a little uncertainty as to the exact acreage to be covered. That 
arises out of this: The first license granted to the State covered the 
entire firing range which was something over 4,800 acres. 

This year, before we renewed the license, we found 106 acres had 
not been fully utilized by the State, so it was reported as excess prop- 
erty, and I am told by the General Services Administration that they, 
having received that in April have advertised it for bids, and those 
bids will be opened day after tomorrow, the 31st, so that if it is the 
desire of the author of the bill that the entié acreage be included, it 
should be so provided. 

Mr. Duruam. That 106 acres is not necessary. 

Mr. Knorr. I believe that meets their present requirements. The 
bill as drafted did refer to the present acreage under license, but then 
referred to it as being all federally owned lands, which would not be 
actually so. It is all except 106 acres. There were originally 40,000 
acres in this installation. Over 20,000 acres have been sold to the 
former owners and others and are being devoted to farms and other 
purposes. About 1,700 acres are in the cantonment area and trans- 
ferred to the State for hospital purposes. Another 10,000 acres were 
purchased by the State of North Carolina. This 26-acre parcel is 
being used now for the storage of supplies for the National Guard 
and the repair of motor vehicles. The other acreage is the firing 
range. 

Mr. Duruam. By the National Guard? 

Mr. Knorr. Yes. 

Mr. Duruam. To be used for military purposes? 

Mr. Knorr. 

Mr. Rivers. Does this have a recapture clause in time of emer- 
rency? 

' Mr. Knorr. Yes. The revised bill so provides. 

Mr. Vinson. There is no objection from the Department of De- 
fense? 

Mr. Knorr. No, sir. 

Mr. Vinson. I move that the bill be favorably reported. 

Mr. Smart. First amend the bill by striking the enacting clause 
and substituting the bill now proposed by the Army. 

The CuarrMan. All in favor will say aye; opposed, no. 

(Whereupon the motion was unanimously carried.) 

The CuarrmMan. The committee will now go into executive session. 

(Whereupon, the committee went into executive session. ) 
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